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Current Topics. 


The Ministry of Health and Speed Limits, 


OrpErs By the Local Government. Board imposing speed 
limits for motor cars under section 9 of the Motor Car Act, 
1903, have been familiar, but we see by a notice in the 
London Gazette of the 19th inst., relating to part of a road 
near Peterborough, that they are now being made by the 
Ministry of Health. This illustrates the very wide powers 
which that Ministry possesses. Under the Ministry of Health 
Act, 1919, it takes in a mass, among other powers, all the 
powers and duties of the Local Government Board. In the ori 
ginal Bill certain powers which did not appear to have any 
immediate connection with health, such as the regulation of 
steam whistles and motor cars, were to be retransferred to other 
Government Departments. The Schedule specifying these 
matters was afterwards struck out, and the Act allows gener- 
ally of the retransfer from the Ministry of Health to other 
departments of powers and duties which appear “‘ not to relate 
to matters affecting or incidental] to the health of the people.” 
Possibly the Ministry take the view that speed limits very 
intimately concern the health of the pedestrian part of the 
people ; at any rate, the power of imposing speed limits has not 
yet. been retransferred And steam whistles, in a lesser 
degree, are subject toe similar considerations But if the 
Ministry of Health is going to abate all the worries and 
nuisances of life it will be a busy—and valuable—Department, 


The Powers of the Ministry of Transport. 

THE SAME wide powers of transfer and retransfer are con 
ferred on the Minister of Transport by the Ministry of 
Transport Act, 1919. The Minister takes over, as from a date 
or dates fixed by Order in Council, all powers and duties of 
any Government Department in relation to—(a) railways, (4) 
light railways, (c) tramways, (¢) canals, waterways and in- 
land navigations, (¢) roads, bridges and ferries, and vehicles 
and traffic thereon, (f) harbours, docks and piers; but parti 
cular powers and duties may be excepted from the transfer 
From Orders in Council which we print elsewhere it will be 
seen that the powers and duties of the Board of Trade, the 
Ministry of Health, and the Road Board were transferred 
to the Minister of Transport on the 23rd inst., and as to the 
Road Board there are no exceptions; so apparently that De- 
partment ceases to exist But as to the Board of Trade and 
the Ministry of Health there are important exceptions. The 
Board of Trade retains its powers under the Lands Clauses 
Acts and the Railway Companies Act, 1867, s. 36 (purchase 
of land); and under certain sections of the Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, 1888, as to the Railway Commissioners and 
their jurisdiction, and sections 5 and 13 of the Light Rail- 
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1896, relating to advances and the purchase of | 
also certain powers and duties relating to navigation. | 
Health retains any powers in respect of 
authorities, and in re- 


ways Act, 


land 
And the Ministr f 


giving sanction t rrowing by local 


spect of housing hich relate to the specified transport 
matters and would otherwise be included in the general trans- | 
fer. The parcelling out of statutory duties among the various | 


new or continuing Departments seems to be a matter of some | 


complexity ; and incidentally we may remark that the unusual 


mass of legis 


lation of the past session is not unlikely to have 


an effect in increasing the work of the Courts. 


The Locking-up of Juries 
THE LETTER from Sir Harry Times (19th 
inet.) has called attention to the inconvenience of the restric- 


i 


POLAND to the 


tion in the Juries Detention Act, 1897, which prevents juries 
bem Liiowed to separate in cases of murder, treason or treason 
felony The rule of non-separation not, as was held in 
('rippen’s case (1911, 1 K. B. 149), absolute The rule does 
not mean, and neve has meant, that the jurors must not 
physica part from one another A juror may separate 
from the rest in case of emergen ithout invalidating the 

And the ju lgment of the Court of Criminal Appeal 


} 
+} 


nimized the 
till exists by stating that 


DARLING, J., nm inconvenience of the 


rule of non-separation so tar as it 
that 
night at the hotel 


jurymen sleep in different rooms when 
to which they are con 
then, it is different 
from the foreman of 


22nd inst.) 


it is notoriou 
they retire for the 


ted But r ti wa the 


au practice 


under present conditions, and a letter 


the jury in the Finsbury Park murder case (Time 


describe the uncomfortable night peut by the jury in one 
room with camp bed r twelve jurymen and two bailiffs 
Sir Harry PoLaNp suggests that there might be a certain im 
propriety in this arrangement when we have mixed juries, 
but these | 


ire still in the future He points out that the 


remedy is plain and simple it to give to the judge trying 
the case the discretion to allow the jury to separate if he 
thinks it is one in which it can be ype done We should 
go further d make the separation a matter of course in al] 
case If jurymen are to be trusted at all, it must be as- 
sumed that they will act as independent men. The locking up 


when a disagreeing jury 
and, if still disagree- 
to a convenient ditch 


of juries is reminiscent of the time 
was carried round the circuit in a cart, 


ne. emptied at the end of the assizes 
Bonus Shares and Super-Tax 


WE HAVE Not so far noticed the decision of Mr. Justice 
Blott (Times, 





Row! ATT in / land hee re ne Clomn sssioners Vv 
25th July; 35 T. L. R. 687) that super-tax is not payable in 
respect of bonus share ind as we understand that the deci 


ion 1 
attention to it The 
tributing them to the shareholders in the form of fully paid 


under appeal we do not do more than eall 


propose to 
device of capitalizing profits and dis 


hares has been in 3 for a good many years, but recently 
there appears t have been a greater tendency to take ad- | 
vantage of it Thus we read in the Times of last Tuesday | 
under City Not that one company is increasing its | 
ordinary capital from £400,000 to £2,000,000 by distrmbuting 
the reserve fund of £1,600,000 in bonus shares; and another | 

| 


treating some £190,000 of undivided profits in the 
The Same course h id been adopted in respect of 
in question in Blott’s case, and in the 


ioners the recipient share- 


company lt 


same way 
the shares which were 
view of the Inland Revenue Commi 
holders were assessable to super-tax in respect of the shares 
It was held, however. in Bouch v. Sproule (12 App Cas. 385), | 
where a similar transaction had taken place, that the capitali 


zation was effectively made before the issue of the shares, 
ved as capital and not. as dividend: 
remainderman, the 


and hence they were recei 
so that. as betwes« tenant for life and 


entitled to the shares see also Re 


tenant for life was not 


Ogilvie (ante, pp. 246, 260) In the present case Mr. Justice 
RowLatt considered the same _ prin ple applicable The 
profits had been turn “ into capita utd had reached the 


shareholder in that form : consequent they were not in his 
hands income which he was bound to include in his 


ior supe! tax 


return 


Old Wine in New Bottles. 


THE DAILY Press has published this week an interesting 
account of a draft Bill, fathered it is said by the Liquor 
Control Board, the object of which is to effect a complete revo- 
lution in our system of granting, transferring and taking 
away public-house licences. The details are too numerous for 
brief discussion. But the point in the Bill which will most 
interest lawyers is the proposal to abolish licensing justices 
altogether and replace them by two judges in each licensing 
district, and to establish a Court of Appeal of three judges in 
place of Quarter Sessions. These new judges are to be 
barristers, with a salary of £1,500 per annum, and a status 
similar to that of county court judges and police court 
Apart from criticism based on grounds of 
which is likely to arise, this change has 
' The present tribunals of 
licensing justices satisfy no one. They ought to be perfectly 
impartial judicial bodies. But laymen, who occupy for a few 
days each quarter an unpaid administrative position, never 
quite manage to realize the duty of setting aside all partisan 
considerations in giving quasi-judicial decisions. Some licens 
ing’ justices are fotoriously zealous advocates of prohibition 
and other less drastic methods of temperance reform. Others 
are philanthropists keen on pushing the system of public- 
house trusts under disinterested management. Some are 
Fabian socialists who do not conceal their preference for muni- 
cipal ownership. Sore are not wholly disconnected from the 
brewing interest. No doubt all try to be impartial. But in 
such circumstances it is not humanly possible to achieve im- 
partiality. And, at any rate, the public at large are seldom 
convinced that licensing justices are as impartial as they would 
be in an ordinary magisterial proceeding. On the other hand, 
the trained lawyer, the professional judge, accustomed to argue 
on both sides, can set aside his deepest personal predilections 
and be perfectly impartial on the bench. Even in divorce 
and temperance matters, the two severest tests of judicial 
detachment, judges and stipendiary magistrates achieve this 
result. On the whole, therefore, lawyers will see not a little 
in the new proposals to attract, and in any case they merit 


magistrates. 
national economy, 


much to be said in its favour 


consideration 


Profiteering Problems. 


We cater from published statements that the man in the 
street: has a certain difficulty in realising that the new profiteer 
ing tribunals can only investigate complaints into charges con 
nected with the sale.of commodities. The lay mind, no doubt, 
does not clearly distinguish between a contract for the sale 
of goods, and one of work and labour or of bailment For 
example, the first complaint received in London related to a 
charge for pressing a suit of clothes—work and labour, not 
sale. The first received in Scotland related to an alleged ex- 
cessive charge for a reserved seat at a football match—hire 
But even cases which in normal law are cases 


or bailment. 
Sales in a 


of the contract of sale are not within the Act. 
restaurant, for example, are in law goods sold and delivered. 
But the contract involves the supply of service, such as wait- 
ing, cooking, bailment of utensils, and letting of the user of 
a building ; so the Act does not apply. The supply of artificial 
teeth by a dentist is a contract of sale, as was decided in the 
well-known case of Lee v. Griffin (1861, 30 L. J. Q. B. 252); 
but here the service of the dentist is the important economic 
factor. So the Act would hardly apply. And, of course, the 
article has first to be brought by order within its scope. 


dated 21st September, says 
British Chamber of Commerce 
consented 


A Reuter’s message form Cologne 
Mr. Charles Knott. President of the 
in Germany. announces that the German Government has 


house to be established in Berlin 
‘ 


in principle to a scheme for a clearing 


under the contro’ British official, who will have entire control « 
the licence department Anv goods leaving Germany or coming wito 
Germany from Britain without a licence from this department will be 
confise ated It is tended thereby to secure absolute and effeetive 
control of all exports from Germany to the British Empire and 
imports from Britain into Germany Mr. Knott is laving the pro 
posals and detai! f the schenm- before the loard of Trade m 


London.”’ 
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Cheque as Absolute Payment. 


THE payment of a sum of money by means of a cheque o1 
other negotiable security is usually a conditional, not an 
absolute, payment. In Roscoe’s “ Nisi Prius Evidence ’ 
(18th Edition, 1907), 699. there is this passage: ‘“‘ If a bill 
or note payable to bearer be delivered without endorsement, 
a distinction has been drawn between the cases in which it has 
been given in exchange for goods or other securities, sold at 
the time, and those in which it has been given in payment of 
a pre-existing debt The former transactions amount. it is 
The same view 
is expressed more strongly in ‘* Byles on Bills ’’ (17th Edition, 
1911), 182: “If a bill or note made or become payable to 
bearer be delivered without endorsement, not in payment of 
a pre-existing debt, but by way of exchange for g 
other bills or notes, or for money transferred to the party 
delivering the bill at the same time, such a transaction has 
repeatedly been held to be a sale of the bill by the party trans 
ferring it, and a purchase of the instrument, with all risks, by 
the transferee.’’ That is, the payment by negotiable instru 
ment is (according to these statements) conditional only when 


said, to a barter of the bill with all its risks 


oods, for 


made in discharge of a pre-existing debt, and only in such a 
case has the transferee of the bi!l a direct remedy against the 
transferor in the event of the bill not being duly paid. But 
not one of the cases cited in the text-books referred to as 
authority for the above statements illustrates any such trans 
action as giving a negotiable security in : exchange tor 
goods ’’ directly and immediately handed over to the trans 
feror of the bill. 

In truth, such a transaction as giving a cheque or othe 
negotiable instrument in exchange for goods would almost 
certainly amount to a sale of the goods, and not a sale of the 
cheque, &c And if there were a sale of the goods, paid for 
by the negotiable instrument, this payment would have been 
made in discharge of a pre-existing debt. In 7immuins v. 
Gibbins (1852, 18 Q. B., at p. 726) Lord CampBe ut said it 
was ‘‘ difficult to say that there-can be any case in which the 
debt is not antecedent to the payment. Even where the 
money is paid over the counter at the time of the sale, there 
must be a moment of time during which the purchaser is 
indebted to the vendor.’’ It seems, therefore, a mistake to 
speak of payment of a bill, etc. in exchange for goods ”’ 
being made in the absence of any “‘ pre-existing debt.’’ The 
statements above quoted from Roscoe and By.es do not, :n 
tact, afford an answer to the question whether payment by 
cheque for goods then and there taken possession of can ever, in 
the absence of express agreement, be other than conditional. 
Where payment for goods is made by cheque, can anything 
but the most unequivocal expression of intention by all parties 
concerned make such a payment an absolute payment, so that 
the purchaser incurs no further liability to the vendor of the 
goods in the event of the cheque being dishonoured ! 

So far as cases decided in England go, there would appear 
to be the strongest possible presumption that payment for 
goods by cheque is not an absolute payment, but merely con 
ditional on the cheque being duly honoured. The distinction 
between selling goods and purchasing a negotiable instrument 
is thus put by Park, J., in /rans v Whyle (1820, 5 Bing 
485): ‘“‘If a party sells goods and takes for them a bill of 
exchange which is not honoured, he is remitted to his original 
consideration : but if he discount bills for money to one who 
does not even endorse them, it is a purchase of the bills at 
his own risk.’’ The general rule may be taken to be that pay 
ment for goods puri hased by the purchaser s own cheque is 
conditional only, and on dishonour of the cheque the vendor 
would have a right of action for the purchase money: Cohen 
v. Hale (1878, 3 Q. B. D. 371). And it would seem to make 
no difference that the cheque was not drawn by the purchaser, 
but by another person altogether; see Currie v. Misa (1875, 
L. R. 10 Ex. 153, 164). 

Since. then. in the case law of the English courts there 
appears to be no instance of payment by cheque operating, 


“é 


payment for goods sold by the person taking the cheque, it is 
of some interest to find that such a case has recently occurred 
in Canada The Supreme Court of Ontario decided in 
McGlunn v. Hastie (1918, 44 Ont. L. R. 190) that a vendor 
ot goods, who acc epted in payment the cheque of a person 
other than the purchaser, had no right of action against the 


purchaser upon the cheque being dishonoured That the case 
was one of some difficulty is apparent from the fact that in 
As only 


the sum of £40 was at stake, review in a higher court is not 


a court of five judges there were two dissentients 


likely to take place 

The action in this case was brought in the county court 
to recover the price of some pigs sold by plaintiff to defendant 
and pala lor by a cheque arawnh by one Munro but ais 
honoured Defendant alleged that he was buying as agent 
for Munro, and that plaintiff accepfed Mvunro’s cheque as 


payment The county court judge found in favour of the 
plaintiff, and the defendant appealed. On the appeal two 
judgments were delivered, one representing the views of the 
majority of three allowing the appeal and dismissing the 
action, the other representing the views of the minority of 
two, who thought that the plaintiff ought to be allowed to 
hold his judgment in the county court A five judge 

agreed as to the view to be taken of the evidence. viz.. that 
the defendant was not buying for Munro Dut for himself, and 
that the defendant immediately after the sale was concluded 
filled upa blank cheque already signed by Munro and handed 
it to the plaintiff The legal effect of this state of facts was, 
according to the majority of the Court, that the cheque had 
not been given in payment of a pre-existing debt, but in 
exchange for goods, and that therefore the payment was not 
‘onditional but absolute. The statements already quoted from 
syLES and Roscoe (supra) were relied on and held to apply 
to the circumstances of the case. The majority thus held in 
effect (though without actually saying so) that there had been 
a ‘‘ sale’’ of Munro’s cheque, or a‘ barter of it with all 
its risk Notwithstanding this, the judgment in dealing 
with the facts of the case refers without comment or qualifica 


] of the pigs by the plaintiff to the defen 


tion to the “ sale 
dant, though this is hardly consistent with there having been 
a ‘‘sale’’ of the cheque by the defendant to the plaintiff 
From this view of the law as applied to the facts of the 
case the judgment of the minority vigorously dissented, and 
the question was reasoned out at much greater length It was 
first of all pointed out that if the defendant had given his own 
cheque, it would be a con litignal payment, and the right 
of action for the purchase money would be suspended, but on 
the dishonour of the cheqnhe would have revived The same 
principle applied, it was held, even if the 
defendant’s own cheque, and a number of authorities for this 
red the dis 


heque was not the 


position were cited. The learned Judge who deliy 
senting judgment, said, in one passage [ cannot bring 
myself to regard the transaction as a barter, or as the purchase 
of a negotiable security The cheque was, until the moment 
before it was handed over, an incomplete instrument and 
further on he said I think there was an antecedent debt,’’ 
and referred to Lord CamMPpBELL’S observation in Timmins \ 
Gibhins (supra) The dissenting Judges thus thou rht that the 
plaintiff had not merely bought the cheque as a bill of 


exchange, and had not lost his right to be paid for the pigs 


if Muwxro had not enough money in the bank to meet the 
cheque 
oad" , + } ‘ | y } 
lo many minds the dissenting judgment in MeG/ynn v 
Hastie will be more convincing than that of the majority It 
] , y licl nal 
certainly seems extremely doubtful whether an English appe 
late court would take the view that, under reumstance 
} ' 
t! f ld pe 


this Canadian ca ‘ 


as were disclosed 11 
held to be other than a merely conditional payment, le 
seller of the goods free to recove the price Trom the huver on 
the cheque being dishonoured. 


An Order of the Agricultural Wages B | 
rates vages at present in force for male 
Engl {1 and Wales appears in the Gazett 


ireas in 


I il erta 
The Order comes into 





without any express agreement on the point, as an absolute 


operation on 6th October 
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The Income Tax Commission. 


(Continued from p. 748.) 
IV. 

Tne third instalment of the Minutes of Evidence taken before the 
Income Tax Commission covers eight days, ranging from 2nd July 
to lst August, and includes a great deal of interesting matter 
too much for us to summarize in a single article. This week we 
will not attempt to » more than refer to the evidence of Si 
Gitperr Pourececs, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Sierra 
Leone, and the evidence given by various witnesses as to double 
income tax 

Sir Gitperr Puree... sulfers, like the rest of us, from the 
tax; in the special circumstances of his case he thinks he 


great hardship, thoug! in West Africa with smaller salaries 





are hit even harder ; it absolutely beggars them and pauperizes 
them.” The point is that life in West Africa means that the wif 
and children must live at home, and an establishment must be 
maintained for them here Previously to 1913, according to Si 
Giiteert, the Board of Inland Revenue took the view that in such 
a case no income tax was payable, but Cadwallader’s ca 5 Tax 
Cas. 101)—which ‘ er, was decided in 1904, and related to an 
American citizen who had a shooting box in Scotland—is said t 
have led to a change im this pect ind now whenever a ec lonial 
and We si 
African officials necessarily do so pretty often—he incurs liabilit 

for the current financial year on the whole of his income drawn 
t Kingdom The Chief Justice gave 


official sets foot in this country for however brief a stay 


in or remitted to the I 
ght into his views on the matter, and got 
from the Chairman, Lord Cotwyy, the sympathetic remark It 
is quite right that you should speak quite fully all that you feel 
which elicited the repl I could not tell 
Certain 


the Commission an ins 


on these matters 


you all I feel presen circumstances and current 
prices, and a crushing rat: f income tax, seem to have played 
havoc with the judicial income, and Sir Gripert did not appear 
his conviction that if he could afford to go to 
the House of Lords he would upset the 


sioners In 


much consoled by 
Inland Revenue Commis 
general, it seems, the revenue law comes from lower 
courts which do not altogether commend themselves to the Chief 
Justice The late Mir Dane KWERTS ’ he said. “ who was a great 
iuthority on income tax, used to talk in the most disparaging 
tones very often of some of the decisions which came from the 
ourts."” We can quite understand Mr. Danckwerts taking that 


view of a court which did not agree with him But Sir Gripert 


seems to have thought that this was going rather far, and h 
haste ned to add that he had a at respect for the courts of this 
country, and he would be sorry that anything that fell from him 
should be th yught disparaging to them at all 


But, disparagement of courts or no, if you are hard hit by what 
innot afford to have it put right 
by the House of Lords, what ar@you todo? Sir Gitperr thought 


the Inland Revenue Commissioners might exercise a little dis 


you think is a bad decision, and 


cretion in a case like his, but this suggestion seems only to have 


caused a mild s irprise that a Chief Justice should think that 
Somerset House officials could override the law Still, all this 
is only playing round the substantial question, nor is it solved 
by the simple remark made by the lady member of the Commis 
sion that “the State in England has got to be kept going; some 
hody has got to pay for that.”” Certainly, on proper conditions : 
but this is no argument for making the tax ruinous to individuals : 
and there is something to be said for the State studying economy 
The solution, of course, is not in relief by way of administrative 
discretion, but either to make judicial incomes tax free or to increas 
them so as to enable judges to meet present-day demands; and 
when it came to a question of the amount of salary, Sir Ginpers 
found Mr. Kerty—who, as usual, had been usefull prominent in 
the discussion—in agreement with him 
“§149 (Mr. Kerry). I may say I entirely agree with you 
I think that to expect gentlemen of sufficient education and 
compet nee to go and serve in the very important office of 
judge in any part of the world under the British flag. and 
be paid the salaries that are paid in some unhealthy climates 
is to form an expectation which will be disappointed (Sir 
(irtvert Purceir.) I am very glad to hear you say so.’ 
These remarks will doubtless commend themselves to members 
of the Bar looking to Colonial appointments 


The burden imposed by double income tax was illustrated very 
forcibly in the evidence of Mr. A. M. Sixeer, on behalf of himself 
and his brother, Mr. Wasutneron Singer, and of their adviser. 
Mr. E. M. Epwarpes Jcxes 


late Mr. Isaac M. Steer, the inventor of the Singer Sewing Machine 


The Messrs. Srxcer are sons of the 


and the founder of the Singer Manufacturing Co. of the U.S.A.. 








but they are naturalized British subjects, and have always from 
infancy been resident in England ; though Mr. A. M. Sixcer, who 
was taken to France “without [his] permission” at the age of two 
years, and brought to this country at four, and naturalized in 1900. 


| doubts whether he would have become naturalized had he known 


life here was to be so expensive, although his sentiments are com 
pletely with this country. The trouble has arisen from section 5 of 
the Finance Act, 1914. Before that Act, income from property 
abroad was only liable to tax so far as received in this country 
That seciion exlended the charge, 
here, to income arising from investments abroad, whether received 
here or not The effect, according to an example given by Mr. 
SINGER, is to reduce income until there is little or nothing left of 
it An income of £100,000 arising in the U.S. has first to pay 
(for 1918) 12 per cent. nominal tax (subject to certain credits in 
particular cases where corporations have themselves paid tax), and 
tlso 50 per cent. sur-tax altogether 62 per cent. Then, if the 
recipient is in this country, the balance of 38 per cent. is subject 
practically to 10s. 6d. in the £; so that there 1s only some 19 per 
cent. left; and (p 255) : 
if such a person should happen to have a residence also in 
another country as well as the United Kingdom, it might be 
that. if there taxed on the same basis and at the same rate 
is in the United Kingdom, his income taxes alone in the three 
countries would be over 100 per cent.-.and the larger his 
The inevitable effect 
of such a result must manifestly be to force out of the United 
Kingdom all very wealthy people who derive their income from 
another country, and compel them to spend their large incomes 
elsewhere instead of in this country in which they would desire 
to live. and to and in which they would desire to bring and 
spend their large incomes if they were permitted to have the 
enjoyment of any fair and reasonable proportion thereof.” 


in the case of persons resident 


income the greater would be his deficit. 


Section 5 of the Finance Act, 1914, authorizes the deduction of 
income tax made in the foreign country, and hence, as just stated, 
the tax in this country is assessed only on the balance. But the 
(.S. have adopted the more generous principle of setting off tax 
against tax in the case of foreign income, instead of only allow 
ing deduction of foreign tax against foreign income. This is 
under the U.S Revenue Act, 1914, the relevant provisions of 
which are set out in Mr. Epwarpes Jcxes’ evidence (pp. 259 
ef seq.), and Mr. Srxeer contends that this concession should be 
reciprocated by the United Kingdom. Mr. E. R. Harrisos, an 
Assistant Secretary to the Board of Inland Revenue, in his 
evidence (p. 313), attributed the U.S. attitude to the special 
circumstances of that country (p. 313): 


The United States oceupies an exceptional financial posi 
tion, and there is reason to infer that its present generous 
attitude as regards taxes paid abroad by its own citizens is 
attributable to a deliberate policy of encouraging the invest- 
ment of American capital abroad.” 


The remark is not altogether convincing. Mr. Sineer also 
stated that the provision in the United States Act allowing deduc 
tions of contributions for religious and charitable purposes is much 
more generous and more just than any corresponding provision 
in the United Kingdom. It is set out at p. 259. It seems that the 
only way of securing similar allowance in this country is to hand 
over a capital sum as endowment, and this the Messrs. Srvcer 
have done in order to provide £10,000 a year for a hospital at 
Milton Hill (p. 256); but not till after income tax had been paid 
for three years. 


Further evidence on the question of double income tax both 
within the Empire and generally was given by Sir James Marry, 
Mr. E. Be.rovr, and Mr. Percy E. Rermscancm, on behalf of the 
London Chamber of Commerce. But this and other matters in 
the present instalment of evidence we must defer to a future 
article. A certain measure of relief in respect of Colonial Income 
Tax is given by section 43 of the Finance Act, 1916, but this was 
only a tentative measure, and is restricted in its operation. The 
practical difficulty is to divide the tax which is fairly payable by 
any particular person between the countries where he resides and 
where his property is situated. As between independent countries 
there is at present no suggestion for solving the difficulty. As 
between the United Kingdom and the Dominions attempts are being 
made in that direction, and we notice that a Sub-Committee of the 
Income Tax Commission has conferred on it with financial repre- 
sentatives of the Dominions and a representative of the Board of 
Inland Revenue. iIt is stated (Times, 24th inst., p. 7) to have been 
the general view of the Sub-Committee that “ reciprocity as between 
the various Governments must govern the granting of any relief 
for the admitted hardship of double taxation.” 


(To be continued.) 
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Books of the Week. 


Stamp Duties.—The Law of Stamp Duties on Deeds and 
other Instruments. By E. W. Avre, Barrister-at-Law. Revised 
and Enlarged by ArtHuR Recinatp Rupaut, Barrister-at-Law 
with Notes on Practice by Hersert Wiitiam Jorpan. Fifteenth 
Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 12s. 6d. net. 

Excess Profits Duty.--Excess Profits Duty and the Cases 
Decided Thereon. By R. J. Surciirre, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 7s. Gd. 

Education.—The Education Act, [918. By Arrnaur A, 
Tuomas, M.B.E., B.A., Barrister-at-Law. PP. S. King & Son 
(Limited). 

Workmen's Compensation.—Workmens Compensation 
and Insurance Reports. Edited by W. A. G. Woops, LL.b., 
Barrister-at-Law. Annotated Index by GILBERT Stone, Barrister 
at-Law. 1919. Part2. Stevens & Sons (Limited); Sweet 4 
Maxwell (Limited); W. Green & Son (Limited), Edinburg] 
Annual subscription, 19s. post free. 

Income Tax.—Income Tax for Year 1919-20: Rates, Relief, 
Repayment. Fred C. Mathieson & Sons. ‘Trade supplied by 
Eftingham Wilson. 1s. 64d. 


New Orders, &c. 


Orders in Council. 
WINISTRY OF TRANSPORT (BOARD OF TRADE EXCEPTION OF 
POWERS) ORDER, 1 
Ministry o Transport \ 1919, that 








Whereas it s pro ided by th 


as from such date or dates as His Majesty in Coun nay by Orde 
determine there shall le traueferred to the liniste t Transport 
powers and duties of any Government Departme elation to 

(a) Railways 

(b) Light Railways 

(c) Tramways 

d) Canals, Waterways and Inland Navigations 

(e) Roads, Bridges and Fe ind Vehicles and Traffic there 


(f) Harbours, Docks and Piers 


ded by the said Act that His Majest 


And whereas it is further provi 


in Council may by Order except from such trausier any particular powet 
or duties or provide for the exercise or performance of any power 
duty so excepted by the Mimister of Trai sport concurre ytiv rm con 


eultation with or at the instance of the Government Department con 
cerned or by the Lrovernment Departmen concerned concurrent yoru 
consultation with the Mimister of Transport 
And whereas it is further provided that His Majesty may by Ord 
make such incidental, consequentia ind supplemental provisions 
may be necessary or expedient lor the purpose of giving Tul effect to an 
transier ol powers or duties as aforesaid 
Now, ther fore, it is wTELY O dered as follow 
1. This Order may be cited as the Ministry of Transport (Board 
of Trade Exception of Powers Order, 1919 
2. The date upon Wich the powers as aforesaid of the Board o 
Trade are transferred to the Minister of 17 ransport shall be the 
twenty-third day of September, 1919 
3. The particular powers and duties specified in the Schedulkk 
to this Order shail be excepted from the powers and duties of t! 
Board of Trade transferred by the said Act to the Minister 
Transport. 
22nd Sept. 
SCHEDULE 


Powers and duties of the Board of Trade nu elal i to matllera a 
said excepted from transfer under this Order 
All powers and duties under the fo owing enactmente 
The Lands Clauses Acts 
Section 36 of the Railway Company's Act, 1867 
Sections 3, 7, 20, 25 and 31 of the Railway and Canal Traffi 
Act, 1888. 
Sections 5 and 13 of the Light Railways Act, 1896. 
Powers and duties so far as they relate to 4 ration under the 








following enactments : 
Preliminary Enquiries Act, 1851 
Harbour Transfer Act, 1862 
Sections 7 to 11 of the General Pier and Harbour Acts Amend 


ment Act, 1862 
Any Local, Special or Private Act d 


. Powers and duties under Section 8 (in regard to wpointment of two 
Com missioners aiter consultation with persons and associations concerned 
in the use of the River Thames as a place of recreation) and subsections 
(1) and (2) of Section 27 of the Port of London Act. 190 


22ud Sept (,azeths 23rd sept Is 








ROYAL EXCHANGE 


ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D, 1720, 


FIRE LIFE, SEA, PLATE @iJAs* es 

ACCIDENT RGLARY Lave PECTIAL TERMS GRANTED TO 

STUCK, EMPLUYERS’ LIABILITY 

THIRD PARTY, MOTOR \R ANNUITANTS 

Lit BOLLER FIDELITY : p as . 
SUARANTEE WHEN HEALTH I8 IMPAIRED 

The Corpora i sred tas TRUSTEE and EXECUTOR. 
\ f ar " ’ asses Insurance to the Secretary 
HWekAD OFF! ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C., 8. 


29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1 
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His M 1 with the advice of His Privy 
pu ul of the M y of Health Act, 1919, and of all 
Hin that behalf, is pleased to order, and it 


lered 





aa lollows :- 


POWERS) ORDER 9 














820 fH SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Sept. 27, 1919 


ee, 





1. The pinted day shall be the first day of October, 1919, im the 
case of the following paragraphs of the said Act, namely :— 

(a) Paragraph (c) of swhsection (1) of Section 3 of the Act, which 

relates to the powers of the Board of Education with respect to 

attending to the health of expectant mothers and nursing mothers, 

wad of children who have not attained the age of 5 years, and are 

not in attendance at schools recogmsed by the Board of Education ; 

and 

b) Paragraph f 

of supervising the administration of Part I. of t 

1908, heretofore exercised by the Secret ry of State 

2. The Interpretati Act, 1889, applies for the purpose of the inter 

f this Order as it ippli « for the interpretation ¥ an Act of 


f the same subsection, which relates to powers 


e Childretr Act 


pret ition 
Parliament 

3. This Order may be cited as the Ministry 
of Commencement) Order (No. 2) 1919 


22nd Sept 


sf Health Act 1919 Date 


((Jazette 23rd Sept 


Ministry of Food Orders. 
(HE PICKLED HERRINGS ORDER, 1918 
THE PISH (PRICES) No. 3 ORDER, 1918 


General Lacence 
On an after the Wth July, 1919, until further notice, pickled herrings, 
filleted smoked herrings, tilleted pickled herrings, and cured and spiced 
herrings may be bought and sold free from the restrictions imposed by 
the above Orders. (S.R. & O., Nos. 602, 1206 and 1335 of 1918.) 
Mth July. 


ORDER AMENDING THE EDIBLE OFFALS (MAXIMUM PRICES) 
ORDER, 1918 

rhe Food Controller hereby orders that the Edible Offals (Maximum 
Prices) Order, 1918 (hereinafter called the Principal Order), as subse 
quently amended (8.R. & O., No, 29 of 1918, as amended by No. 427 
of 1919), shall, as from 25th August, 1919, be amended as follows 

1. There shal! be substituted in the existing Second Schedule to the 
Principal Order for the maximum prices of tongues and cheeks undet 
the poading “* Cattle Offal’’ the following maximum prices : 

Maximum Macsimum 

W holesale Reta 
Price per lb. Price per |b. 

a. d. & ad. 

Fongues, fresh or pickled ? ar 1 4 

Cheeks, botieleas 08 0 11 
22nd August 


THE CATTLE CAKES AND MEALS (LICENSING) ORDER, 1919. 


1. xcept under and m accordance with the terms of a licence issued 
by or under the authority of the Food Controller, a person shall not 
either on his own behalf or on behalf of any other person 

(a) buy, sell or deal in or offer or attempt to buy, sell or deal 
in any cattle cakes or meals, whether situated within or without 
the United Kingdom, manufactured wholly or partly from or con- 
taining any One or more of.the articles specified in the schedule 
hereto. 

(6) manufacture any cattle cakes or meals containing any one or 
more of the articles specified in the schedule 

2. The Food Controller may from time to time by notice include 
any other article in the schedule, or exclude any article from the 
schedule. ; 

3.—(a) The provisions of Clause il (a) of this Order shall not apply to: 

(i) Contracts in writing entered into before the date of this Order ; 
or; 

(ii) purchases by persons buying for consumption by their own 
cattle or; 

(iii) purchases by or sales to any one purchaser of such cattle 
cakes or meals situated within the United Kingdom in quantities 
not exceeding in the aggregate four tons during any one calendar 
month. i 

(6) The provisions of Clause 1 (4) of this Order shal! not apply 
to the manufacture by any person of -uch cattle cakes or meals 
not exceeding in the aggregate 25 tons in any one calendar month. 

4. All parties to the purchase or sale of any cattle cakes or meals 
manufactured from any of the articles specified in the schedule shall 
require or disclose as the case may be al! such information as may be 
necessary or required by such parties or by or under the authority of 
the Food Controller, for the purpose of satisfying them or him that 
the provisions of this Order have not been contravened, and shal] make 
all such returns as to purchases, sales, payments, prices or dealings of 
or in any cake or meal manufactured from or containing any of the said 








ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN 


LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST, 


Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence. 
Telephone : 2422 Holborn. Telegrams : “ Alacrious, London.” 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C 








THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 
WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NESD ° FouNDS FOR ITs HuMANK WorK. 





articles as from time to time may ‘be required by or under the authority 
of the Food Controller. 

5. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

6.—(a) This Order may be cited as the Cattle Cakes and Meals 
(Licensing) Order, 1919, and shall come into force on the 15th day of 
September, 1919. 

(4) This Order shall not apply to Ireland 

23rd August. 

The Schedule. 
Copra Linseed : 
Cotton-Seed ; Rape-Seed : 
Ground Nuts - Rice Bran and Meal! : 
Palm Kernels : Sesame Seed : 
Soya Beans. 

* Nove Under the Cereals Restriction Order, 1919 (S.R. & O., 
No. 1013 of 1919) rice may not be used except in the manufacture of 
irticles suitable for human food. 


* 


THE MALT (RESTRICTION) ORDER, 1918. 
Notice of Revocation. 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that 
behalf, the Food Controller hereby revokes as from the 27th August, 
1919, the Malt (Restriction) Order, 1918 LS.R. & O., No. 225, 1918), 
but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contraven 
tion thereof. 


27th August. 


THE LMPORTED BACON, HAM AND LARD (REQUISITION) 
AMENDMENT ORDER, 1919. 

The Food Controller hereby orders that, except under the authority 
ot the Food Controller, the following Regulations shall be observed by 
all persons concerned :— 

1. Clause 1 of the Imported Bacon, Ham and Lard (Requisition) 
Order, 1919 (S.R. & O., No. 976 of 1919) (hereinafter caled the ‘‘ Prin 
cipal Order ’’), shall not apply to any bacon, ham, or lard which was 
not purchased before the 9th August, 1919, for shipment to Great 
Britain, end which may arrive in Great Britain after the 21st Sep 
tember, 1919. 

2. A person shall not, either on his own behalf or on behalf of any 
other person, take delivery in the United Kingdom of any bacon, ham 
or lard which was not purchased before the 9th August, 1919, for ship 
ment to the United Kingdom, and which may arrive in the United 
Kingdom after the 2lst September, 1919. 

3. Clause 2 of the Principal Order shall not apply to : 

(a) Any purchases of bacon, ham or lard where the bacon, ham 
or lard is not in the United Kingdom, and also is neither bought 
for delivery in the United Kingdom, nor otherwise intended to be 
consigned to the United Kingdom, or 

(6) Such other purchases as the Food Controller may from 
time to time determine. 

4. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

5.—(a) This Order may be cited as the Imported Bacon, Ham and 
Lard (Requisition) Amendment Order, 1919, and shall be read as one 
with the Principal Order 

(6) This Order shall come into force on the Ist September, 1919 

lst September. 












THE CAERPHILLY CHEESE (RETAIL PRICES) ORDER, 1919 
General Licence. . 
On and after the 2nd September, 1919 (8S. R. & O., No. 604 of 
1919), until further notice, Caerphilly Cheese may be bought or sold 
free from the restrictions imposed by the above Order. 
2nd September. : 
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THE FLOUR AND BRBAD (PRICES) ORDER, 1917 
General Licence. 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Clause5 (a) of the above Order, until 
further notice bread may be sold in England and Wales at the rate 
ot 43d. per 2 lbs provided that 

1. A person may sel] to a customer a loaf weighing 
» roll or rolls of bread at any price if at the 
able and willing to sell to the customer quartern or halt-quartern Joaves 
or other bread at the rate ot 4jd per 2 Ibe. to the extent the cus 
tomer’s requirements, and 

2. A person may sell proprietary bread 
the price authorized by the Food Controller for such proprietary bread, 
f at the time of such sale he is able and willing to sell to such customer 
ther bread at the rate of 43d. per 2 ibs. 

3rd September. 


; b ind 


at 23d 


Su h Siie he is 


time ol 
of 


customer at or under 


Munitions Contracts. 


ippointed a Committee, ander the 


to the 


The Minister of Munitions has 
chairmanship of the Financia Ministry, for the pur 


pose of expediting the liquidation of contracts in all Departments of 


Secreta! 





the Ministry, and also to ensure greater co-ordination between the 
Liquidating and Accounting Departments and their asso¢ iated services 
The Committee wil] consist of 

Mr. James F, Hope, M.P., Chairman 

Mr. M. Webster Jenkinson, O.B.E 

Mr. L. d. Coates 

Mr. A. E. Watson, O.B.E 

The Minister has delegated to the Committee full authority for 

dealing with the liquidation of contracts. Complaints as to delay in 
liquidation will be considered by any of the three members of the 
Committee. 


j Members 


The First Mandate. 


The Times correspondent, in & message trom Cape Town, dated 8th 
September, says : 

The mandate under which the Union 
tration of the South-West Protectorate 
Africa) is published to-day as a Parliamentary Paper 

The mandate grants “full powers of administration and legislation, 
subject to an undertaking on certain specitied grounds, mainly prohibi- 
tion of the slave trade, the contro] of the trafic in arms and ammunition 
in accordance with the Brussels Convention of 1900, and the veto on 
the supply of intoxicating spirits and beverages to natives. 

Articie 3 prohibits the ‘‘ military training of natives otherwise than 
for purposes of internal police and the loca! defence of the territory.”’ 
rhis accords clearly with Article 22 of the Covenant of the League of 
Nations, but the mandate adds, “‘ furthermore, no military or nava 
bases: shall be established or fortifications erected in the territory.’ 
Article 22 of the Covenant, on the other hand, although capable of the 
same interpretation, might ulso mean that naval! bases and fortifications 
necessary in the opinion of the Union Government for the protection 
of the territory were permissible 


is charged with the adminis 


formerly German South-West 


Enemy Debts Settlement. 


The Stock Exchange Committee for General Purposes direct the atten 
tion of members to the following Treasury notice 

The Treasury give notice that for the purpose of 
the scheme for the settlement of debts of the amounts due 
unpaid coupons or matured bonds of en my stocks, a declaration will 
be required that the coupons or bonds have remained in physical posses 
sion in the United Kingdom since 30th September, 1914, or since they 
were made a good delivery by the Committee of the Stock Exchange, 
or that they have remained the absolute ptoperty of British subjects 
since Wth September, 1914. Coupons and bonds in respect of which the 
above declaration cannot will not within the of 
the enemy debt scheme.” 

The Committee for General Purposes have therefore resolved that no 
security of an enemy State shall 
by a declaration that the security has remained in physical possession 
in the United Kingdom since 30th September, 1914, ‘or since it was 
passed as a good delivery by the Committee of the Stock Exc hange ; or 
that it has remained the absolute property of Bri: subjects since 
Mth September, 1914. ‘ 

This declaration must be delivered in addition to the ordinary 
Form of Declaration or the Committee's Certificate of 
he 


recovery under 


enemy on 


be given come scope 


be a good delivery unless accompanied 


sn 


White 
Creen gem vd 


delivery as the case may 


The Air Raid Compensation Committee is dissolved 
at 13, Abchurch-lane, King William-street. E.C 
next Wednesday All correspondence regarding 
committee should be addressed after that date to 
surance Office, 53. Cornhill, E.C 


and the office 
will be closed as from 
the of the 
the tiske Tn 


business 


War 


NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 


Correspondence Invited 
SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 


For each £100 of Purchase Money. 





Age not less 


than Males 


£9 910 
il 3 10 


Females. 
2s 10 6 


£ 


Hu 
Ik 6 


10 


b 


70 


11 29 








‘* A strong, well-managed concern.” —- Financial Tomes. 


“One of the most conspicnous'y prosperous Offices of the pres nt 
generation.” —IJnsurance News. 

**One of the best-managed Insuran’e Companies in Great Britat. . 
/mpressions. 

* Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of we 


CENTURY throughout its ca eer.’—Post Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Uffice: 27, Queem Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICt: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 





Legal News, 
Appointments. 

Esquire, Barrister-at-Law, has been 

ippointed to be Chief Justice of the Island ot Saint Vincent 


The Board of Trade have appointed Mi Thomas Gowrtay, at 
present Official Receiver in Bankruptcy for the Brighton District, to be 
as from the 3rd October, 1919 (inclusive), im succession to Mr. Ernest 
William Joseph Savill, who retires, Official Receiver in Bankruptey 
tor the London Suburban, Northern and Southern districts, comprising 
the districts of the County Courts holden at Barnet and St. Albans, 
Bientford, Chelmsford E®Pnonton Hertford, Reading, Windsor, 
Crovdon, Greenwich, Guildford and Godalming, Kingston (Surrey), and 
Wandsworth . 


SAMUEL JoYCR 'HOMAS 


Business Changes. 


aa, ¥ Baker-street, London, W. 1, who 
has hitherto carried busine under the style of T. Richards 
& now taken into partnership with him Mr. George Henry 
Lowthian, Mr. William James Williams, and Mr, Charles Henry Read, 
for many years been members of the staff The atyle 


viz ‘T. Richards & Co.” 


Me. T. (RicHarps 


ork p ice 
on shone 


has 


whom have 
firm 


of the will remain as before 


Infurmation Required, 


Information is desived as to the in business of Messrs 
Camprrtt & Beaumont, who were practising in partnership at 27, 
Clement’s-lane, in 1873, and whose partnership was dissolved between 
then and 1877, Mr. James Charles Campbell, practising at 151, Cannon 
street, and Mr. Harry Beaumont at St. Swithin’s-lane. Anyone 
having in his possession the business papers of the firm or either of 


Mesers. Reynolds & 


SUCCEeSSOTS 


the partners is requested to communicate with 
Arunde|-_street, Strand, W.C. 2 


oo 
Son ‘ 


General. 


notice that summer time will cease and 
at 3 am. (summer time) in the morning 
when the clock will be put back to 
sumimer time will thus be followed by the 
tame 


The Home 
normal time 
of Monday, 

2am. The 
| hour 2-3 a.m 


Secretary 
will he restored 
29th September 
hour 2-3 a.m 
Greenwich 


wives 
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Mr. Hands. chief of the department administering the Profiteering | . ’ : 
gl: ant to, teas tae Uk Teak cnualtiee Lod Seon Genel Creditors’ Notices. 
Nearly all the | e are re ing in rapid The appeal tribunals . 
Senauhiie Gicaeel ot cach 0 Gelb Tusk ceun the whale dedeien wedi Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Dar or Ctarm 


be embrac ed I 
London Gazette.—Frinar, Sept. 12 


Wales The 
onsiderati t *rofiteerit } t I t il a : nvatTt, H :meTH, Stanton Harcourt, Oxford Oct. 10. J. Arnatt, 31, 


to the eff { ‘ t t r the J t.. B 
Act as t fy , f 7 1 \ ornTa, Many, Tolmorde: Oct. 1 Eastwoods, Sutcliffes, Sager & Gledhill, 
; ; orden 
t} Frances Jaye, Norwich. Oct. £ Bensly & Bolingbrake, Norwicl 
», Gerracve Jane, York. * Oct. 2 ¢ « s, Bristo] 
Southport, Lance. Dee ‘ odge & Halsall, Southport 


er 


win, Ford, Lanes. Oct. 15 ton & Alderson Smith, Liverpool 
rH, Frawces Saran, Sileb Leicester Oct 12 Woolley, Beardsieys & 
— a ho Yr. Frorence Epranora, Oxfor t. a “hil Baker & Co., Birmingham 
. . ° ro Wiitmnm, Greetiand, m alifax Wool and Weste Dealer Nov. } 
W Booth & Helliwell : 
inding-up Notices. ; ' Wiittam Oonrarser, Rogiet, Mon. Oct. 9. Dimond & Son, Welbeck-st 
tT ctvat. Henny, Chancery-lane, Architect. Nov. 14. William A. Burr, @, 
JOINT STOCK OOMPANIES rd.. Hern 
Caartes Frepericik Goopwin, Bursledon, Southampton 
ford. Sotthamptor 
Junta tentham-rd Sout ckne Oct 18 Mareon & 1 
vark Bridge-rd 
oop FReankK Henry tedruth, rnwall Licensed Victualler 
n. R e, Rearut 
Brain & Brain, Reading 
H. Bailey & Co., Tonbridge 
vnloook, Ryland & Parker, 15 


3. Jebb & Tunnard 
Seed Merchant Oct 
Oct. 8. Stutfield & Son 
ment Hughes, Prestatyn 
*. Drake, Hythe 
21. Horne & Birkett 


ht, & Georges 


4 Owtr 1m H is . 
H. R. Owtram, 
Rochester Pusey & Co., ®, 


7. J. J. Sutherland. Gateshead 
Oct. 10 Shepheards & Wa 


rnard CC. Drake, Hythe 
Birmingham 
” 1. Montacue Haelip, 
ons, York 
srriott & Co., Manchester 
ivd, 4, Bloomshurv-sq 
t. S. Freeman, College Hill-chmbrs., 


Xesolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


Oct. 31 Fowkes & Son, 
Oot. 13. J. Hislop & Son, 


Shiplk Yorks +t. 3 etley, Wade & 
tuum Hexrey Maxwecr, \ roix de Guerre, N 
Son & 7 «an c-< Strand 
Touy. Ryton-on ne ers’ Manage Sept. 30. W. Reay- 


Scott, Bradford 
rwood, Oct. 14. 


rete ba F : iMeach-gdns arl’'s Cour Nov. 1. Thorowgood, 
~y or -% ~ set } ; ame ‘reeman & Briggs. Bradford 
Wallingtor t. 3 tole, Turner & Knight, 69, Alder: 
16. Metea 
vl " 





HE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., LtD. 
CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT,: EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY. GLASS, 
MOTOR. PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc.. etc. 











Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 

THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 

THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Pre» iom 
LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


INSURANCE. Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Lesses and Mortgages of 


Licensed Property, settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: 24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 











olders 





